BILL NO. 672-08- />£ 


GENERAL ORDINANCE NO. 


g- 


AN ORDINANCE providing for the inspection of 
certain housing to ensure compliance with the 
Minimum Housing Code before such Housing is 
sold or rented. 


WHEREAS , substandard housing is one of the most serious 
problems existing in the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana, affecting 
the physical and mental health of the inhabitants of said City, 
creating blight' which affects property values throughout many 
sections of the City and which renders the operation of co mm ercial 
enterprises impracticable in many sections of said City; and 

WHEREAS s substandard housing is becoming evermore 
prevalent in said City; and 


WHEREAS, the persons who buy or rent substandard housing 
units tend to be persons of limited sophistication and with limited 
■financial resources, so that such persons do not always readily 
perceive the disadvantages to a proposed purchase or lease of real 
estate and so that any inequity is particularly burdensome to such 
persons. 


NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF FORT WAYNE, INDIANA r 

SECTION 1. No house within, the city limits of the City 
of Fort Wayne, Indiana which is assessed for tax purposes at a 
value of $3,000.00 or less, shall be sold to anyone who intends 
to use it as a residence, either for himself or for: lessees, 
unless, before the transfer' of- the deed or before the signing of 
the contract, if- the property is being sold on contract, there 
has' been an inspection by the Minimum Housing Division' of said 
City for the purpose of determining whether the house is in all 
respects in compliance with "the Minimum Housing Code of- Said City. 

SECTION 2. No' house' within the city limits of the City 
of Fort Wayne, Indiana, which" ±s~ assessed for tax purposes at a 
value of $3,000.00 or less," and" no rooms within any such house, 
shall be leased, rented, or otherwise turned over for occupancy by 
.anyone intending to use such" house for residential purposes or to 
sub-lease, sub-rent, or otherwise turn the house over to a third 
person for' occupancy as a residence unless the house has been in- 
spected within two 1 weeks of the' commencement of the occupancy by 
the lessee, renter or other" occupant, such inspection to be con- 
ducted' by a' representative of' the Minimum Housing Division of said 
City, to insure that the house complies in all respects with the 
Minimum Housing Code of said City. 

SECTION 3. In the 1 event that, a house fails to comply 
with the Minimum Housing Code of said City., the Minimum Housing 
Division shall place a placard, in a size and form to be selected 
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by said Division, in a prominent place, upon the front., and back of 

said house. Said placard will convey the information,. that because 
of such noncompliance, said house may not be sold, leased, rented 
or otherwise turned over to anyone for occupancy until all defects 
have been corrected. 

SECTION 4. When- said house has been brought into such 
condition that it complies in: all respects with the Minimum Hous- 
ing Code of said City, the Minimum Housing. Division of said City 
shall remove such placards from the back and front entrance. 

SECTION 5. It shall be the duty of the owner, vendor, 
or lessor t:o apply- at the of flee" of the Department of Relocation 
and Minimum Housing for such inspection and pay such fee or fees 
provided for under Section 7” of this Ordinance. 

SECTION 6. It:. -shall' be a misdemeanor for anyone other 
than the Minimum Housing Division, of said City, to remove such placards. 
Upon Conviction of such a misdemeanor, the person found guilty 
shall be fined an amount not to exceed $500.00 and/or imprisonment 
for a term- not* to exceed 30" days. 

SECTION 7 . The' Minimum Housing Division of said City 
shall charge a fee of $25.00 for the initial inspection of each 
house which is inspected pursuant to the requirements of this 

Ordinance. In the event the 'house does not comply with the Minimum 

Housing Ordinance of the City of Port Wayne upon such an initial \ 

inspection, there shall be a fee- of $10.00 for each reinspection 
until there is such compliance'. Provided, that in the event there 
is not compliance within three months of the date fo;?the initial 
inspection, then any additional inspection shall be treated as an 
initial inspection and there' shall be a fee of $25.00 

SECTION 8. This Ordinance shall ..be in full force and 
effect from and after passage, approved by the Mayor and legal 
publication thereof. 


CounciQnan 


Read the first time in full and on motion by 4 s econded by 
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% 
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and duly adopted, read the second time by title and 

_Can-d— to .the 


referred to the Committee on 



City coitfflienAahi Q.i]4-41aBd--g-u^ fe-eHrg-dte ld"~a:irceT^ue legal 
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the ttay-pf — -— 19 .at o'clock 


P.M^_irS^., 

Date: 






CITY CLERK 

Read the third time in full and on motion by 

seconded by and duly adopted, placed on its passage, 

(LOST) by the following vote: 


AYES_ 

Burns 

Hinga 

Kraus 

Nuckols 

Moses 

Schmidt, D. 

Schmidt , V. 

Stier 
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NAYS 6_ 


ABSTAINED 


ABSENT 


t 


to -wit : 



Talarico 

Date 






CITY CLERK 

Pass ed, and„.ad<»ptreN"-b^~^h-g--eDmman~^-aunn-i^--a£--t.h £,_Citv of Fort Wavne^— lBd-Laaar-a3~*" (Zoning 
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CITY CLERK 




Approved and signed by me this 
at the hour of o’clock 


day of 


. 197 


m . , E . S . T , 


MAYOR 


It was moved by William Hinga and seconded by Winfield Moses, Jr., that 
the Standing Committee on Regula tions be relieved of Bill No . G-72-08-13 

and be acted upon by the ^Committee of the Whole 11 . 


Bill No. G-72-08-13 




(m$° 


l- jp 


REGUMVI0NS- 



s. 



REPORT .OF THE COMMITTEE m 

We, your Committee on 'U ftegCLl'ktlbJlS to whom was referred an Ordinance . a 

providing for the inspection of certain housing to 

ensure compliance with the Minimum Housing Code before 

such Housing is sold or rented. 
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have had said Ordinance under consideration and beg leave to report back to the Common 


Council that said Ordinance 




s 


PASS. 


Eugene Kraus . Jr . „ Chairman 


James S. Stier. Vice-Chairman 


William T. Hinga 


Paul “Mike" Burns 



Vivian G. Schmidt 



DATg_^-^_ CHAR LES W ....WE5IER H AN, C I TY CLER K 
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C. l/u(o^ CHi 


Read the first time in full and on motion by seconded by 

and duly adopted, read the second time by title and 

referred to the Committee on (and to the 

City Plan Commission for recommendation) (and Public Hearing to be held after due legal 

notice, at the Council Chambers, City-County Building, Fort Wayne, Indiana, on 

the __________ day of __ 19 , at __o ' clock 


. , E . S .T . 

Date: ______________ 

CITY CLERK 

Read the third time in full and on motion by __ ___ 

seconded by and duly adopted, placed on its passage. 

Passed (LOST) by the following vote: 

NAYS , ABSTAINED ABSENT to-wit : 


AYES 


Bums 

Hinga 

Kraus 

Nuckols 

Moses 

Schmidt, D. 
Schmidt, V. 
Stier 
Talarico 
Date 




CITY CLERK 


Passed and adopted by the Common Council of the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana as (Zoning 
Map) (General) (Annexation) (Special) (Appropriation) Ordinance (Resolution) No. 

on the _______ day of , 19_ . 

ATTEST: (SEAL) 


CITY CLERK PRESIDING OFFICER 

Presented by me to the Mayor of the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana, on the day of 

, 19 - at the hour of o'clock M.,E.S.T. 


Approved and signed by me this 
at the hour of o’clock 


CITY CLERK 


day of • }97_ 

m. , E . S .T. 


MAYOR 


AGE MPA 


COMMON COUNCIL OF FORT WAYNE. INDIANA 


7i00 P.M. COMMITTEE SESSION - TUESDAY . AUGUST 22.1972 

- COUNCIL CONFERENCE ROOM 


7:30 P»M e LEGAL PUBLIC HEARING - TUESDAY. AUGUST 22. 1972 
ROOM 125 - COUNCIL C HAMBE RS 


8sOO PoM o REGULAR COUNCIL SESSION - TUESDAY. AUGUST 22. 1972 
ROOM 125 - 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


CALL TO ORDER 

JOHN NUCKOLS 



PRESIDENT OF 

COUNCIL 

ROLL CALL 

CHARLES W. WESTERMAN 


CITY CLERK 


BURNS . HINGA 

, KRAUS . NUCKOLS 

MOSES 

DONALD Jo SCHMIDT 

, VIVIAN Go SCHMIDT . STIER 

TALARICO. 


GREETING FROM THE MAYOR 


DELIVERED BY THE CITY CLERK 


STANDING COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS 


ORDINANCES FOR INTRODUCTION 


FINANCE COMMITTEE 


WILLIAM To HINGA, CHAIRMAN 



3-72-08=19 


S-72-Q8-27 


AN ORDINANCE approving a certain bid document with 
Allen County Tractor Sales, Ine 0 for (2) Utility 

Tractors with trade-in „ 

(See Page 3) 


REGULATIONS COMMITTEE 


EUGENE KRAUS- JR, . CHAIRMAN 
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jACTION; 


1 

1 

Z-72-08-23 AN ORDINANCE amending the City of Fort Wayne Zoning 

Map No. E 11. 

\ 

f 

Z-72-08-24 AN ORDINANCE amending the City of Fort Wayne Zoning 

Map No. CC 13. 


Z-72-08-25 AN ORDINANCE amending the City of Fort Wayne Zoning 

Map AA 6. 


G-72-08-26 AN ORDINANCE providing for the declaration of nuisances 
in the case of abandoned, damaged buildings and vacant 
lots in the Central Business District and providing 
for abatement of the same. 

— 

_i 





PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE WINFIELD MOSES, JR. . CHAIRMAN 


S-72-08-18 AN ORDINANCE approving a contract with SHAMBAUGH & SON, 
INC. for construction of the Interim Phosphorous Removal 
System. 


3-72-08-20 AN ORDINANCE approving a certain bid document with 
Vermeer of Indiana .for (l) 1972 Stamper. 



i 

CITY UTILITIES COMMITTEE PAUL "MIKE” BURNS. CHAIRMAN 


S-72-08-17 AN ORDINANCE approving an Agreement with BERCOT, INC. 

for installation of a water main on Cook Road in 
connection with Water Contract 7211. 



S-72-08-21 AN ORDINANCE approving a certain bid document with 

General Electric Company for transceivers, Charge rack 
units and rechargeable batteries. 


ANNEXATION COMMITTEE VIVIAN G. SCHMIDT . GHALRMAN 


ACTION 



G-72-08-22 AN ORDINANCE Repealing Certain Annexation Ordinances,, 

* 



ADMINISTRATION AND STATE LEGISLATION JAMES S» STIER. CHAIRMAN 

COMMITTEE 

No Ordinances up for introduction 




CITY-COUNTY LIAISON DONALD J, SCHMIDT . CHAIRMAN 

No Ordinances up for introduction 




PUBLIC RELATIONS COMMITTEE SAMUEL J . TALARI GO, CHAIRMAN 

No Ordinances up for introduction 

1 





FINANCE COMMITTEE WILLIAM T. HINGA, CHAIRMAN 

S-72-08-27 AN ORDINANCE authorizing the execution of a deed to the 
State of Indiana for certain real estate owned by the 
City of Fort Wayne, Indiana 


1 

LEGAL PUBLIC HEARING 7; 30 P.M* 

| 

! 

j 

: 

(action 

1 

1 

FINANCE COMMITTEE WILLIAM To hinga. chairman ! 

] 

1 

of 

A-72-08-®. AN ORDINANCE appropriating money for the purpose of 
defraying the expenses of the several departments of 
the City Government of the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana, j 
for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 1973, and j 

ending December 31, 1973, Including all outstanding 
claims and obligations and fixing a time when the same 
shall take effect. 


A-72-08-03 AN ORDINANCE appropriating funds from the unexpended and 
unappropriated balance of The General Fund of the 1972 
Budget of the City of Fort Wayne. 


G-72-08-14 AN ORDINANCE creating a Centralized Relocation Agency, 
and creating a position of Relocation Director and 
amending Special Ordinance No. S-713-71 by fixing the 
salary for such position for the year 1972. 



STANDING COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS 

ORDINANCES UP FOR PASSAGE 


FINANCE COMMITTEE 

'WILLIAM To HINGA, CHAIRMAN 

IactionI 



AN ORDINANCE appropriating money for the purpose of 
defraying the expenses of the several departments of 
the City Government of the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana, 
for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 1973? and 
ending December 31, 1973, Including all outstanding claims 
andobligations and fixing a time when the same shall 
take effect . 


72-08-03 


AN ORDINANCE appropriating funds from the unexpended 
and unappropriated balance of The General Fund of the 
1972 .Budget of the City of Fort Wayne. 
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FINANCE COMMITTEE WILLIAM T. HINGA, CHAIRMAN 


action; 

r J-imiMOHj \J V_/1\1J. V .LL -L J. j. e 



i 

I j 

i 

S-72-08-04 AN ORDINANCE fixing the tax levy for the City of Fort 
Wayne for the year 1973- 

: 

S-72-08-06 AN ORDINANCE approving Agreement to Purchase real estate 
from Seldom and Carolyn Shields,, 

- ■ H 

G-72-08-14 AN ORDINANCE creating a Centralized Relocation Agency, 
and creating a position of Relocation Director and 
amending Special Ordinance No. S-713-71 by fixing the 
salary for such position for the year 1972. 




REGULATIONS COMMITTEE EUGENE KRAUS. JR. . CHAIRMAN 


Z-72-04-24 AN ORDINANCE amending the City of Fort Wayne Zoning 
Map No . C-l6 


Z-72-04-25 AN ORDINANCE amending the City of Fort Wayne Zoning 
Map No . AA-11 



G-72-08-13 AN ORDINANCE providing for the inspection of certain 
housing to ensure compliance with the Minimum Housing 

Code before such Housing is sold or rented. 




PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE WINFIELD C e MOSES, JR. 



S-72-08-07 AN ORDINANCE approving Agreement for Sewer Extension be- 
tween Fort Wayne Community School Building Corporation and 
City of Fort Wayne, for sanitary sewer extension known 
as Northrop High School Sanitary Lateral Sewer Extension. 


S-72-08-08 AN ORDINANCE approving a contract with DIEHL PUMP & 

SUPPLY COMPANY for furnishing water pumping equipment in 
connection with Federal Grant Project 11020 GYU, Section 
III. 


S-72-08-09 AN ORDINANCE approving a contract with INDUSTRIAL FUEL 
OILS for 120,000 gallons of fuel oil. 
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FUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE WINFIELD C. MOSES, JR . . CH A IRMAN 


ACTION 



G-72-05-29 AN ORDINANCE amending Sections 3 , 6 , and 14 of the Zoning 
Ordinance of the City of Fort Wayne 5 Indiana s pertaining 
to service station uses and abandoned service station 
buildings . 




CITY UTILITIES COMMITTEE PAUL "MIKE" BURNS 


S-72-08-05 AN ORDINANCE approving a contract with BER0T ? INC, for 
Sanitary Sewer Improvement Resolution No. 853-1971. 




ANNEXATION COMMITTEE VIVIAN G. SCHMIDT. CHAIRMAN 

No Ordinance up for passage 




ADMINISTRATION AND STATE JAMES S. STIER. CHAIRMAN 

LEGISLATION COMMITTEE 

No Ordinance up for passage 




CITY-COUNTY LIAISON DONALD J. SCHMIDT. CHAIRMAN 

No Ordinance up for passage 




PUBLIC RELATION COMMITTEE SAMUEL J„ TALARIGO. CHAIRMAN 

No Ordinance up for passage 


8:00 P.M. REGULAR COUNCIL SESSION CONVENES 

I UVOC ATI OU RE VEREND JON CARLSTROM. ASSISTANT PASTOR OF THE FIRST BAFIST 

CHURCH 

PRESENTATION OF THE NATIONAL COLOR S SERGEANT' -AT-ARMS , ART BARILE 


CHARLES Wo WESTERMAN, CITY CLERK 
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ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS 

COUNCIL JOURNAL APPROVAL OF AUGUST 8, 1972 


COMMUNICATIONS 


A. From Mayor Ivan A. Lebamoff 
Approval of Ordinances 

B. Report from the City Controller for the month of July, 1972. 

C. From the City Plan Commission, George Roser, Secretary 

Do Notice of Special Meeting to be held August 28, 1972, 

7s 30 PoMojE.SoTo in the Council Chambers 


INTRODUCTION OF ORDINANCES 

ORDINANCES ON SECOND READING 

MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS 

CHAIR1 OPEN FOR COMMENTS - , FROM COUNCILMEN AND CITIZENS 

RETIREMENT OF COLORS 

ADJOURNMENT 


Citizens requesting Common Council for an appearance on behalf of 
BILL NO. G-72 - 08-13 


Ed Elkins 
Bill Williams 
Sue Messman 
Chas . Redd 
Miss Witty 
Bonnie Andrews 


Mrs s Gilbaugh 
Della Herman 
Irene Lymon 
Jon Steensma 
Antnon McQuire 
Rosemary Porter 


Bob Sorrels 

Jim Henderson 

Allan Claus er 

Mr. & Mrs. Carl Leech 

Jessie Shelton 


Citizens requesting Common Council for an appearance agains t 
BI LL NO. G-72-08-13 


Joseph Darnell 
John Hyde 
Martha Matinz 


f- // 




Date 


1972 


ALLEN COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE 
1002 S. CALHOUN STREET 
FORT WAYNE, INDIANA 


To The Office Of Mayor Ivan Lebamoff : 



We, the undersigned, support the proposed ordinance brought before the City 
Council concerning the inspection of houses for rent or for sale whose assessed 
value is below $4300,00. Because our clients are poor and often uneducated 
about the city housing code, too many of them are taken advantage of when they 
try to rent or buy a home. 
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If the housing code could be enforced universally, 


the problems 


Te nan ts for Action is working on would be eliminated. Rats in houses, sewer 
backups, dangerous wiring, overcrowding— and unsafe or unhealthy condition 
is covered by the code. Enforcement of the code would force owners to repair 
their houses and alleviate the shortage of decent homes f r low income 
families. 

This ordinance is a must if the city is to seriously enforce the 
Minimum Housing Code. This year the city and TEA have put pressure on 
slumlords to repair their ? dumps or face demolition and its expenses. To 
avoid expenses brought on by years of neglect, slumlords are desperately 
trying to sell their properties on any terms. Stories of houses being sold 
for one dollar are common. 

Demos Gallender milked an apartment building at 6l8 W. Jefferson 
for over five years before the city ordered him to make extensive repairs. 

He refused to n throw money down a rat hole," as he put it, and deserted the 
property. The contract holder of the building was forced to assume respon- 
sibility for the repairs. Gallender has five. other apartment buildings and 
we don't want to give him a chance to dump then, along with a list of repairs 
ordered by the city, on an unsuspecting buyer. 

Another slumlord admitted to TEA that he tried to sell a house to the 
te nan t who was renting it for the same monthly payment. He was behind on 
payments and the building was soon to be condemned — facts the tenant 
didn't know. Fortunately she refused. 

The consumer has a right to know the true condition of the property 
purchased or rented. The people who must rent and buy homes assessed at 
under $3,000 are often naive in the area of real estate. They don't know 
how or when to complain to the Minimum Housing Division or even that such 
an agency exists. This ordinance would give the consumer the facts before 
he signs his name. 

It would also prevent an owner from retaliating against someone who 
made a complaint because the city would init - iate the inspection. It is 
quite easy for a landlord to determine who made the complaint and retaliate 
against him. 

The old City Council was full of real estate dealers wh o blocked any 
attempt to enforce the code. Their private businesses benefited by being 
allowed to break the law, i.e., the housing code. Councilman shouldn't be 
in office for personal financial gain. 

Two present councilmon who oppose this ordinance are deeply involved 
in real estate speculation. Winfield Moses owns at least fifteen properties, 
including over 200 renral units valued at over 1 Vz million dollars. Donald 

Schmidt owns at least four houses, not counting any he would be buying on 
contract. Two of them were assessed at under $3»000 and the others just 

over. How can councilman with vested interests vote on this bill? TEA 
requests that Mr. M oses and Mr. Schmidt disqualify themselves on this 
issue. 

Opposition to this ordinance come mainly from slumlords and speculators. 
The worse condition their pro erriee are in, the harder they are fighting 
this bill. These are the people who will pay if the dealing of sub-standard, 
rat-infested dumps is stopped. 


Joe Daenell is concerned because he is a slumlord. He owns five badly 
deteriorated inner city houses and others which he is buying on unrecorded 

contracts. A tenant of his brought a complaint to TFA in June but we were 
too busy to take action then, although we looked at the house and took these 
pictures. The tenant said Daenell refused to repair the plumbing although 
raw sewage from an ugssairs toilet was falling onto her floor. Before 
voting no on this ordinance we suggest that the councilman tour all of 
Daenell* s properties. 

This bill should remain in committee. Some unsatisfactory details 
need to be worked out (inspection fees and $3,000 cut off point) because 
this bill is so essential to the rebuilding of Fort Wayne. 

Every time a house is torn down, more people must crowd into the 
existing housing and the prices go up. Me cannot tolerate slumlords 
milking their properties until they're worse than junk and then benefitting 
from the housing shortage. 


FILL 


m. 



x Concurred in 
-CHARLES W. WESTERMAN, 


FORT NAY ITS URFAH LEAGUE 'S 
STATEMENT REGARDING 


C- 79-0813 



An ordinance, Providing * or the inspection o* 
certain housing to insure compliance iHth the 
minimum Housing Code before such housing is 
sold or rented. 


f e Fort r 'a.yne Urban League , an affiliate of t^e National 
Urban League herehu states that it acrees with the intent of the 
above noted L i l l presently rending ^efore the Citv Council of 
Port l, aune , Indiana. 

This hill is a noble effort to assist in the eradication 
of urban blight caused by negligence on the part of both the owner 
and the renter. 

TT e recognize that all of the existing structures in Fort 
,J aitr.e are not in violation of the existing codes. Re also 
recognize the fact that the general health and melt -being of mam 
of Fort T *ayne *s citizens is the. .joint responsibility of govern- 
ment and private enterprise . 


The Fori tf ayne Urban League wishes to express its views: 


Section 1. 

Section P. 
Section 3. 


Section 4. 


lie concur. He add that the abatement 
of violations must take place before 
the closinn. 


He concur. 

Re do not concur. Fe feel that no 
visible notice should be displaced. 
rr e do feel that it should he the sole 
responsibility of the landlord /owner 
to see that the Minimum Housing Division 
is notified of when the corrections have 
been completed * and that the same division 
be notified when the property in auestion 
has been vacated. 

There Section 3 has ^en complied with. 
Section 4 mould not he necessary . 


Parra 2 




Faction 5*7- We do not "eel that a, Fee should he 

charged for the initial inspection. 

Ve do Feel that failure on the part 
of the owner to corrmlu with his 
ohliaation to noti on the minimum 
’ lousing Division oF the vacancy and 
availability for inspection warrants 
a fine o F $25. Peneated acts of non- 
compliance will warrant a *ine o p $2 on 

Because of the shortage of adeauate and safe housing in 
Fort T, avne s the Urban League f eels that the correction of viola 
tions should. % e completed, within, sixty ( 60) days following veri- 
fied notification of such violations . 


I l 
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IVe the undersigned ere opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections, presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1 • The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
3-H taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


- i :■ 
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We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci ti zens . 
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We the undersigned ere opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections, presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 



The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 



The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 


/ 



The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
uld be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 



responsibility . 

The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 
be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens . 


To: 


Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 


I am against this Bi 1 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens , 


To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord---whatever the outcome. 


Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 


Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 


I am against this Bill 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections f presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes , or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn’t send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen’s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 


To: 


Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held Auqust 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.l 


I am against this Bil 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill ffG-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional . It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
^ fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility. 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci ti zens . 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill ffG-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer’s right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen’s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens . 


To: 


Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. 




To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 



Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 


The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll, and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $ 15,000 . 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones . 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits . 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing , or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124 , please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 F.M. 

I am against this Bill. 




To: Mayor Ivan lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents not by the people or 

rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 
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I am against this Bill. _______ 



To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

land1ord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 


Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 


I am against this Bill 
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To: 


Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 
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I am against this Bill . 


Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill’. 


The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high’. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill . 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors. 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this -- name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 



To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.,.. not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held/August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate t 


I am against 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional . It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 


To: Mayor Ivan lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. . . .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.,.. not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. — 
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reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2 . The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner . (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen’s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 


To: 


Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord— -whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 


I am against this Bill . 
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time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 


I am against this Bill. 



To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
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Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land- owner . (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few . The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes , or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 


Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll, and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner , who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors. 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing , or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday , August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

1andlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 


Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 



I am against this Bill. 


To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents not by the people or 

rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. . . .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord— -whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 


or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents not by the people or 

rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact . that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. ,/\ 3 ^^/. 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 



Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 


Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll, and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1,500,000.00. 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling , writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance ) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes , or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . *■ 
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To: 


Mayor Ivan lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1 • The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 

to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land- owner . (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner . (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4 . The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency . 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections f presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 


reasons 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer s right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn t send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
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We th’e undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons: * 

1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big -investor . 


2. The bill -is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer’s right * 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
Seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 

' would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made hy 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes , or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. when 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill’' to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
* be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
" citizens , 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate . 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes , or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens , 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn’t send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci ti zens . 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 

1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties find exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to" an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 



We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
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Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll, and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — ■ name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens , 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes , or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen’s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen’s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08~13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 


reasons 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few . The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency . 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens , 




We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn’t send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 


To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. \xJLjL- 2 -- . * — 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 



I am against this Bill . 
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BILL NO. £72-08-43 

GENERAL ORDINANCE NO. G- 


AN ORDINANCE providing for the inspection of 
certain housing to ensure compliance with the 
Minimum Housing Code before such Housing is 
sold or rented. 

WHEREAS, substandard housing is one of the most serious 
problems existing in the City of Fort Wayne, Indiana, affecting 
the physical and mental health of the inhabitants of said City, 
creating blight' which affects property values throughout many 
sections of the City and which renders the operation of commercial 
enterprises impracticable in many sections of said City; and 

WHEREAS, substandard housing is becoming evermore 
prevalent in said City; and 

WHEREAS, the persons who buy or rent substandard housing 
units tend to be persons of limited sophistication and with limited 
financial resources, so that such persons do not always readily 
perceive the disadvantages to a proposed purchase or lease of real 
estate and so that any inequity is particularly burdensome to such 
persons. 

NOW THEREFORE , BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF FORT WAYNE, INDIANA:' 

SECTION 1. No house within, the city limits of the City 
of Fort Wayne, Indiana which is assessed for tax purposes at a 
value of $3,000.00 or less, shall be sold to anyone who intends 
to use it as a residence, either for himself or for lessees, 
unless, before the transfer' of- the deed or before the signing of 
the contract, if the property- is being sold on contract, there 
has - been an inspection by the' Minimum Housing Division of said 
City for the purpose of determining whether the house is in all 
respects in compliance with the Minimum Housing Code of' Said City. 

SECTION 2. No house within the city limits of the City 
of Fort Wayne, Indiana, which" is - assessed for tax purposes at a 
value of $3,000.00 or less, and' no rooms within any such house, 
shall be leased, rented, or' otherwise turned over for occupancy by 
.anyone intending to use such house for residential purposes or to 
sub-lease, sub-rent, or otherwise turn the house over to a third 
person for occupancy as a residence unless the house has been in- 
spected within two weeks of the commencement of the occupancy by 
the lessee, renter or other" occupant, such inspection to be con- 
ducted by a' representative of the Minimum Housing Division of said 
City, to insure that the house complies in all respects with the 
Minimum Housing Code of said City. 

- SECTION 3. In the' event that, a house fails to comply 
with the Minimum Housing Code of said City, the Minimum Housing 
Division shall place a placard, in a size and form to be selected 
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'fey said Division, in a prominent place upon -the front, and back of 
said house. Said placard will convey the information, that because 
of such noncompliance , said house may not be sold, leased, rented 
or otherwise turned over to anyone for occupancy until all defects 
have been corrected. 

SECTION 4. When- said' house has been brought into such 
condition that it complies in/ all respects with the Minimum Hous- 
ing Code of said City, the Minimum Housing Division of said City 
shall remove such placards from the back and front entrance. 

SECTION 5. It. shall' be the duty of the owner, vendor, 
or lessor to apply at' the office’ of the Department of Relocation 
and Minimum Housing for such inspection and pay such fee or fees 
provided for under Section 7" of this Ordinance. 

SECTION 6. If shall’ be a misdemeanor for anyone other 
than the Minimum Housing Division of said City to remove such placards. 
Upon Conviction of such a misdemeanor, the person found guilty 
shall be fined an amount not to exceed $500.00 and/or imprisonment 
for a term" not- to exceed 30' days. 

SECTION 7. ’ The’ Minimum Housing Division of said City 
shall charge a fee of $25.00 for the initial, inspection of each 
house which is inspected pursuant to the requirements of this 
Ordinance. In the’ event’ the ” house does not comply with the Minimum- 
Housing Ordinance of the City of Fort Wayne upon such an initial 
inspection, there shall be a fee - of $10.00 for each reinspection 
until there is such compliance’. Provided, that in the event there 
is not compliance within three months of the date fo the initial 
inspection, then any additional inspection shall be treated as an 
initial inspection and there’ shall be a fee of $25.00 

SECTION 8. This Ordinance shall ..be in full force and 
effect from and after passage, approved by the Mayor and legal 
publication thereof. 


Councilman 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens . 
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W e the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1 • The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 
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to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72~08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. I Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer’s right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 
be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilman are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land- owner . (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility. 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 





To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents not by the people or 

rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 



To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Renter the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord — whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 


= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the renter in higher rents.... not by the people or 
renter who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
landlord---whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 



We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections, presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen’s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 
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W e _„ .lzh§, fun d& rs i-9 n §d are opposed to^JB ill__MG-7 2-08-13 on minimum ho using requirements 
and inspections, presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons: 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens , 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
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the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
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1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens. 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill dG-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2 . The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 


3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served . When the policeman makes an arrest , he doesn t send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen' s 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens , 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates toe much power and authority to an agency that could 
be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We th&^Mder signed feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others . Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes, and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens , 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 

his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord— -whatever the outcome. 

Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 

100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 
x 52 weeks 

or $130,000 in one year 

would have to be absorbed by the rentor in higher rents.... not by the people or 
rentor who can afford to live in a higher rent district, but by lower income 
class only. 

Now isn't that ridiculous considering the fact that the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 

I am against this Bill. 
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Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 


Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
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Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill l 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too highl 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor . 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill . 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner , who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold,, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones . 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25,00 charge that the bill permits . 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time , with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter . 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25,00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25,00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes — $1 ,500 ,000 ,00 . 

This bill is not defeated’. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling , writing , or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote not 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday , August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come . 

Please sign this — name and address — y our signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 


The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor . 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $ 15,000 . 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors. 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — y our signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 




To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect th P 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented then charge $25.00 to the 

landlord— -whatever the outcome. 


Consider these figures some 300 to 500 landlords in the city would possibly 
vacate and rent 100 apartments in one week. 


100 apartments x $25.00 inspection fee 

= $2,500 per week 

x 52 weeks 


or $130,000 in one year 


would have to be absorbed by the 
rentor who can afford to live in 
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Now isn't that ridiculous considering the factthat the City already has the 
right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 


The rentor is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 


The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
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right to inspect properties under minimum housing any time they please. 

The renter is the consumer and the consumer always pays. 

The council meeting is to be held August 22nd and City County Building, 
approximate time 7 P.M. 


I am against this Bill . 




To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
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To: Mayor Ivan Lebamoff and City Council 

Subject: Tell the Rentor the Real Facts 


The City Council in a nutshell is trying to get an ordinance through that any 
time an apartment is up for rent, some City Official is to inspect it and give 
his version as to whether it can or cannot be rented. .. .then charge $25.00 to the 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections, presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property . It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens . 
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Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor, because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 



Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 


The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll, and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $15,000. 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $ 15,000 . 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones . 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated’. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124 , please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address ■ — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 
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The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 
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$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 
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The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 



Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 
Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor . 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll , and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $ 15,000 . 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 

Who needs this $25.00 from every owner and for what? 60,000 homes = $1 ,500 ,000 .00 . 

This bill is not defeated'. 

The only way this bill can be defeated is by calling, writing, or otherwise contacting 
the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 



V* 







Uddress 




Property onwers don't be tricked by the home inspection bill'. 

The Home Inspection Bill discriminates against 65 to 70% of the home owners in Fort 


Wayne whose property tax is already too high'. 

This attempt is being carried out in a cold blooded manner under the disguise of 
attacking the slumlord and helping the poor. 

The Mayor will add a legion of inspectors to his payroll, and your taxes to help with 
his re-election by passing this bill. 

Hiding under the statement of $3,000 assessed value — This actually means homes worth 
up to $ 15,000 . 

This bill will be especially damaging to the single home owner, who wants to sell to 
the small real estate investor , because of the wide unlimited power given to the 
inspector to keep the property from being rented or sold, while high cost contractors 
fly overhead ready to pick the bones. 

The small real estate investor with frequent vacancies would perish under the recurring 
$25.00 charge that the bill permits. 

We in Fort Wayne already have a city code that has been law for a long time, with 
inspectors making inspections when called by the renter. 

The only difference this bill proposes is to place the hardship on the small home 
owner having to go downtown to the city and take up his time to pay this recurring 
$25.00 charge for the new added inspectors . 
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the councilman representing you in your district and asking him to vote no'. 

There will be a public town Council meeting on Tuesday, August 22, 1972 at 7:30 P.M. 
in Room 124, please come. 

Please sign this — name and address — your signature will petition your councilman 
to vote NO on the Housing Ordinance or on any amended version of it. 




We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-7 2-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business, while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property ovfner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibility. 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer’s right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections, presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor. 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose . When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen . Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 

We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens, that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
ci tizens 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G— 72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections f presently being considered by City Council , for the following 
reasons : 


2 . The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens, not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency . 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
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We the undersigned are opposed to Bill #G-72-08-13 on minimum housing requirements 
and inspections , presently being considered by City Council, for the following 
reasons : 


1. The bill is discriminatory in that it attacks a certain group of 
properties and exempts others. Who is to say that the price of a 
house determines its ability to pass a minimum code inspection? It 
would seem that this part of the bill is directed at small investors 
with the aim of driving them out of business , while protecting the 
big investor . 

2. The bill is unconstitutional. It interferes with the buyer's right 
to buy and the seller's right to sell property. It would make the 
seller a captive land-owner. (See Sec. 3 of the ordinance) . 

3. The fee charges for inspection is discriminatory in that it assesses 
special groups for law enforcement purposes , and exempts others who 
would be beneficiaries , namely the tenants and buyers of real estate. 

The responsibility of law enforcement should fall to all citizens , not 
to just a few. The financing of such an assessment should be made by 
all taxpayers under our present system of collecting taxes, or whatever 
future system that is equitable should be used for this purpose. When 
a fireman puts out a fire he doesn't send a bill to the person he has 
served. When the policeman makes an arrest, he doesn't send a bill to 
the complaining citizen. Why then should a law insisting on inspections 
be paid by the property owner involved? This should be every citizen's 
responsibili ty . 

\S 4. The bill delegates too much power and authority to an agency that could 

be used for harassment purposes against certain property onwers , depending 
on the whim of those representing the enforcing agency. 


We the undersigned feel that consideration should be given to all citizens , that 
the Mayor and City Councilmen are to represent the interests of all the 
citizens 
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